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Art Unit: 2675 

DETAILED ACTION 

The following office action is in response to Amendment C, filed March 17, 2004. Claims 5-8, 
13, 28, 29 have been amended. Claims 2-4,9-12,17-24 and 31 have been cancelled. Claims 32- 
39 have been newly added. Claims 5-8, 13-15, 28-30, 32-39 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. , 

2. Claims 5-8, 13-15, 28-30, 32-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moran et al (US 5,404,439) in view of Fitzpatrick et al (US 5,546,527), and 
further in view of Moran et al (US 5,861,886) (known hereafter as Moran '886). 

As to independent claim 13, Moran et al disclose a method of implementing a tap input to 
a computer comprising the steps of: determining of whether a location of said tap includes wet 
ink, (col. 4, lines 15-60); and responsive to the step of determining, performing at least one of 
adding a dot of ink, (col. 5, lines 21-38). Moran discloses "touch" which would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art that the touch could have been a tap. Further, in col. 6, lines 37- 
55, the user uses strokes, thus showing Moran's capability of a stroke and a tap. Although, 
Moran et al do not explicitly state wet ink, in Fig. 2, item 37 is draw and item 43 is fill, when 
draw or fill is selected, "ink" will be deposited on the digitizer with the input pen. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that this clearly discloses where the tap would 
include wet ink or adding a dot of ink. 
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As to independent claims 28 and 32, a method of classifying a user's input to a computer 
comprising the steps of: receiving a user's input (col. 3, lines 21-40); choosing whether the user's 
input is a stroke; a tap, a hold, or a hold and drag based on at least one of the input satisfying a 
first move threshold, a time threshold, and a second move threshold (col. 17, lines 25-35, col. 5, 
lines 5-13, col. 7, lines 37-61). Moran et al disclose where the computer incorporates software 
controlled by computer inputs in col. 1, lines 12-14. Moran et al do not disclose a hold and drag. 
Fitzpatrick et al disclose in Fig. 5 A and col. 5, line 31-col. 6, line 20, where the digitizer is 
capable of measuring the duration of the user input and classifying the user input using a time 
threshold. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
system of Fitzpatrick et al into that of Moran et al as they both disclose digitizers using time 
thresholds. Fitzpatrick et al are advantageous as they disclose where time measurement is taken 
to determine whether the user input is positioned correctly as disclosed in col. 5, line 31-col. 6, 
line 20. 

Moran et al disclose a method for operating a digitizer capable of measuring the duration 
of a user input and capable of detecting movement, comprising the steps of: receiving user input 
(col. 3, lines 21-40); classifying the user input by using at least one of a time threshold (col. 17, 
lines 25-35) and a movement threshold; and, performing an action based on the user input (col. 
5, lines 1-38). Fitzpatrick et al disclose in Fig. 5 A and col. 5, line 31-col. 6, line 20, where the 
digitizer is capable of measuring the duration of the user input and classifying the user input 
using a time threshold. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate the system of Fitzpatrick et al into that of Moran et al as they both disclose digitizers 
using time thresholds. Fitzpatrick et al are advantageous as they disclose where time 
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measurement is taken during the hold and drag to determine whether the user input is positioned 
correctly as disclosed in col. 5, line 31 -col. 6, line 20. 

Where Moran et al and Fitzpatrick et al do not disclose a hold and drag or a draggable 
feature, Moran '886 discloses a digitizer where objects are draggable. In col. 2, lines 62-col. 3, 
lines 8, Moran '886 disclose the method in which objects are draggable. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the feature dragging ol^jects into that of 
Moran et al and Fitzpatrick et al as in col. 2, lines 62-66, Moran '886 disclose the technique aids 
in organizing different objects especially in draw or paint type projects (col. 3, lines 43-49 of 
Moran '886). 

As to independent claim 38, see limitations of claims 28 and 32. 

As to dependent claim 5, limitations of claim 38, and further comprising, wherein, if said 
input satisfies said first move threshold, the input is classified as a stroke (col. 9, line 60-63, col. 
Il,line20-col, 12, line 52). 

As to dependent claim 6, limitations of claim 38, and fiirther comprising, wherein, if said 
input does not satisfy said first move threshold and said input does not satisfy said time 
threshold, the input is classified as a tap (col. 3, lines 20-40, col. 6, lines 37-62, col. 9, lines 5- 
65). 

As to dependent claim 7, limitations of claim 38, and fiirther comprising, wherein, said 
input does not satisfy said time threshold and said input does not satisfy said second move 
threshold, said input is classified as a hold (col. 3, lines 20-40, col. 6, lines 37-62, col. 9, lines 5- 
65). 
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As to dependent claim 8, limitations of claim 38, and further comprising, wherein, if said 
input does not satisfy said time threshold and said input satisfies said second move threshold, 
said input is classified as a hold and drag (col. 3, lines 20-40, col. 6, lines 37-62, col. 9, lines 5- 
65). 

As to dependent claim 14, limitations of claim 7, fiirther comprising the step of: 
simulating a right mouse chck responsive to said input being classified as a hold (col. 3, lines 24- 
27). 

As to independent claim 15, see limitations of claims 28 and 38. 

As to dependent claims 29 and 30, see limitations of claims 28 and 38, above. 

As to dependent claim 33, limitations of claim 32, and fiirther comprising, wherein the 
user input is caused by a stylus contacting the digitizer, and the user input ends when the stylus 
no longer contacts the digitizer. Moran et al disclose where the stylus/pen makes contact with 
the digitizer in col. 3, lines 27-40. 

As to dependent claim 34, limitations of claim 32, and fiirther comprising, responsive to 
the user input (col. 3, lines 21-40) moving at least the first distance as determined by the step of 
first determining, classifying the user input as a first type of input (col. 17, lines 25-35, col. 5, 
lines 5-13, col. 7, lines 37-61).; responsive to the user input ending before the certain amount of 
time as determined by the step of second determining, classifying the user input as a second type 
of input different from the first type of input (col. 17, lines 25-35, col. 5, lines 5-13, col. 7, lines 
37-61); and responsive to an outcome of the step of third determining, classifying the user input 
as either a third type of input different from the first and second types of input or a fourth type of 
input different from the first, second and third types of input (col. 17, lines 25-35, col. 5, lines 5- 
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13, col. 7, lines 37-61). Fitzpatrick et al disclose in Fig. 5A and col. 5, line 31-col. 6, line 20, 
where the digitizer is capable of measuring the duration of the user input and classifying the user 
input using a time threshold. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate the system of Fitzpatrick et al into that of Moran et al as they both disclose digitizers 
using time thresholds. Fitzpatrick et al are advantageous as they disclose where time 
measurement is taken during the hold and drag to determine whether the user input is positioned 
correctly as disclosed in col. 5, line 31-col. 6, line 20. 

As to dependent claim 35, limitations of claim 32, and further comprising, responsive to 
the user input moving at least the first distance as determined by the step of determining, fourth 
determining whether input begins on a draggable object. Fitzpatrick et al disclose in Fig. 5A and 
col. 5, line 31-col. 6, line 20, where the digitizer is capable of measuring the duration of the user 
input and classifying the user input using a time threshold. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the system of Fitzpatrick et al into that of Moran et al as 
they both disclose digitizers using time thresholds. Fitzpatrick et al are advantageous as they 
disclose where time measurement is taken during the hold and drag to determine whether the 
user input is positioned correctly as disclosed in coL 5, line 31-col. 6, line 20. Where Moran et al 
and Fitzpatrick et al do not disclose a hold and drag or a draggable feature, Moran '886 discloses 
a digitizer where objects are draggable. In col. 2, lines 62-col. 3, lines 8, Moran '886 disclose 
the method in which objects are draggable. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to incorporate the feature dragging objects into that of Moran et al and Fitzpatrick et al 
as in col. 2, lines 62-66, Moran '886 disclose the technique aids in organizing different objects 
especially in draw or paint type projects (col. 3, lines 43-49 of Moran '886). 
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As to dependent claim 36, limitations of claim 35, and further comprising, responsive to 
the user input beginning on a draggable object as determined by the step of fourth determining, 
fifth determining whether the user input satisfies a drag threshold. Fitzpatrick et al disclose in 
Fig. 5 A and col. 5, line 31 -col. 6, line 20, where the digitizer is capable of measuring the 
duration of the user input and classifying the user input using a time threshold. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the system of Fitzpatrick et al into 
that of Moran et al as they both disclose digitizers using time thresholds. Fitzpatrick et al are 
advantageous as they disclose where time measurement is taken during the hold and drag to 
determine whether the user input is positioned correctly as disclosed in col. 5, line 31 -col. 6, line 
20. Where Moran et al and Fitzpatrick et al do not disclose a hold and drag or a draggable 
feature, Moran '886 discloses a digitizer where objects are draggable. In col. 2, lines 62-col. 3, 
lines 8, Moran '886 disclose the method in which objects are draggable. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the feature dragging objects into that of 
Moran et al and Fitzpatrick et al as in col. 2, lines 62-66, Moran '886 disclose the technique aids 
in organizing different objects especially in draw or paint type projects (col. 3, lines 43-49 of 
Moran '886). 

As to dependent claim 37, see limitations of claims 13, 35 and 36, above 

As to dependent claim 39, see limitations of claim 38, above. 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 5-8, 13-15, 28-30 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. . 
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